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In lieu of Introduction - Rajendra’s sojourn to 
Bengal is cross-checked and vouchsafed by the local 
literature of Bengal 

Rajendra Chola’s eastern coastal march towards 
Bengal has been recorded in the inscriptions and studied 
by many, but, his sojourns through Kamataka, Andhra. 
and Maharashtra have not been studied, Therefore, an 
attempt is made in this paper in that context. To cite one 
example as to how the prasasti claims can be cross- 
checked with local literature. When Rajendra proceeded 
towards the north, he must have. evolved a strategy of 
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‘accompanied up to the Ganges is shown by a Sai 
drama. The Tirumalai rock inscription’ dated to 


ancient Sanskrit manuscripts among which was ad 










gathering army, or with such pre-arrangement, he: 
have mobilised respective local armies for assist 
Thus, how Karmataka soldiers/army could 





CE, being a Prasasti, does not mention such detail 
the desired details are supplied by an ancient mantt 
discovered by Mahamahopadhyaya Hara Pras das 
and now in the library of the Asiatic Society of Be 
In 1893. Hara Prasada published” notes on a fi 

































named Canda-Kausika (dated to ¢.1300-1358), 

AryaKhsemsvara. This play was enacted before nee 
by his order. containing a verse in which the king 
Mi hipala Lis compared with Chandragupta and a people 
r med Karnatakas, to the Nandas. Sé this contemporary 
¢ gives the credit of defeating the Karnatakas to 
ih aii. The Karnatakas seem to be the southermers 
0 invaded Bengal under Rajendra Chola |. It appears 
at though Mahipala-I was defeated by Rajendra Chola 
es n | he crossed into Radha (Ladham) from East 
al, he prevented him from crossing the Ganges into 
adra or Northern Bengal, and so the Chola 
had to tum back from the banks of the 
The i invasion of the Chola king did not change 
political divisions of the country, but it left one 
* anent mark in the shape of a body of settlers, who 
:.. ed ate thrones ae bee and Mithila as the Sena 
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marital and martial alliances and conflicts, the 
as had with Rastrakutas 

About Ratta, Rathore, Rashtoda, Rastrakuta etc., 
Was some confusion among the scholars in 
weti ng such words and expressions - Rettapadi, 
i nc Rattarajya,  Rattamandalam, 
arai-ilakkam [seven-and-a- half-country], 
in the inscriptions. However, J.F. Fleet 
d the issue elaborately and concluded that 
a © Rastrakutas only.’Rastrakuta King Krishna- 
5) mais away his daughter to Aditya-| 
7) Wanted ‘his grandson Kannara / 
to become the King of the Chola 
* Wher 1 it could not get materialized, he 
ce ae eee Tanjore with army, but, got defeated 
a ( ‘iravallam, North Arcot dist) Another 
= King Govinda IV (930-935) married the 
‘Hang spitchi / Veeramadevi of Parantaka - I of 
masty Govinda had to flee to Tanjore, his 
wx place when Amoghavarsha - - IIT (935- 939) 
- slidate his power and marched towards 
° with Bhutunga, Banas and Vaidumbas.” 

eof perkotem, Rajaditva was killed, and 
Slam was under the control of Krishna - 
In 1007, Rajendra ransacked 
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Rattamandaiam. In 1019 also, Rajendra defeated 
Jayasinga ‘and captured Rattapadi. Rajendra again 
conquered it durmg the period 1057-58, defeated 
Someswara-] Ahavamalla and erected a victory pillar at 
Koppan.’ Thus, each expression might have different 
connotation like Cholanadyu, Choladesam, Cholavaram. 
Cholamandalam, etc.. in the context. When 
Amoghavarsa defeated the Cholas, the area of Rattadesa 
/ Rastrakuta was vast covering western coastal areas up 
to Gujarat covering the areas of Karnataka, 
Madhyapradesh and some areas of Andhra and Kalinga. 
When the Cholas started campaigns against them, their 
areas got diminished. Incidentally, as 
Rastrakutashad love-hate relationships with Palas, 
Gahadavas etc..® the Cholas were too having such 
affairs with them. 


ruling 


During the Rajendra Chola period, Rastrakutas 
1735-907 CE became feudatories, and their armies 
merged with the Cholas 

Rashtrakutas of the Deccan are frequently 
mentioned in their inscriptions as born in the Yadava 
lineage. A branch of this dynasty might have settled in 
Kalinga during their incursions into Kalinga during 9" 
or 10" century CE. Benoychandra Sen’ doubted that 
their names and titles do not bear any known trace of 


Rastrukutas, as they are Jatavarman, Vajravarman father 


of Jatavaraman and so on. Thus, they might have been 
employed by Rajendra during his campaign towards the 
Ganges. In other words, by Rajendra Chola time, they 
could have become their feudatories, and their armies 
merged with the Cholas, The Candakausika 
identification of Kanatakas with Chalukyas appears to 
be correct in the context. Therefore, these Rastrakuta or 
Karnataka soldiers were brought by Rajendra and were 
defeated by Mahipala, when Rajendra left.’” With 
Tailapa-I] (973-997 CE), the Rastrakutas virtually 
reduced to feudatories. 


The feudatories of the Cholas registering their 
presence in the Central_and Western areas 

Among the Kadambarulers, after Ravivarman 
(c.500-538), their power started diminishing and they 
eventually became feudatories at different times of the 
Chalukyas and the Rashtrakutas. Thus, the Kadambas of 


Hangal ruled between the mid-10" and early 13" 
centuries, and the Kadambas of Gopakapattana or 
modern Goa between the 1 1and mid-13" centuries CE, 
with a low profile, though, they continued to use the 
title reflecting their 
claims over the earlier capital Vanavasi and dynasty. In 
the same way, the Kongalvas (1070-1177) and 
Changalvas (1004-1106) were considered as Separate 
dynasties, and they had the names of the Chola kings 


“Banavasi-puravar-adhisvara 


proving that they were also acting as the feudatories of 
the Cholas. All these dynasties or groups of Karnataka 
were associated and assisted the Cholas during their 
campaign towards the Ganges. 


Chakrakottam, Churakottam, Chitrakut, 
Vizakapatnam 

“Chakrakottam” identified as a city in Vatscha 
Raiva of the north-western district of Visakhapatnam. It 
was situated eight miles south of Indravatiriver and 
capital of Vatascha Rajya, now identified as Bastar 
State Madhya Pradesh. Now, it is known as 
“Chitrakoottam” as mentioned in the inscriptions.’ 
Virarajendra was confronting with Agavamalla who was 
evadingand he ran away to the western coast, without 
facing Virarajendra. However, the Mysore inscription 
recordedthat he died by submerging mn the Godavari 
water at Guruvarti in 1068,'° Vikaramangadeva 
Charitra, a literary work also recorded the even in the 
same manner.'? Thus, Vikramaditya, his second son, 
took avenge by conquering the areas of Vengl, 
Chaktrakootram etc. He stayed on the banks of Krishna 
and conducted last rites for his father.'? Kulotunga 
Chola [1070-1120] also defeated the king, Tharasvarsha 
of “Chakrakottam”, Kalingattubaranivouchsaves the 
event several times.'” He brought many elephants from 
there, as the temple building activities required 
elephants. If this Chitrakut, Chitrakotttam is identified 
as Chutrakut of Nasik, then, it should come under the 
Maharastra area. 
Rajendra covered important cities of Karnataka 
touching Maharastra 

Rajendra’s inscriptions recorded that in c.1014, he 
conquered the areas of Idaiturainadu, Vanavasi, 
Kollippagar and Mannaikkadakkam'” before 1016. 


‘as done by others.'' As inscriptions note” 
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In 1004,  Talkad conqueredby Rajat 
SadasivaPandarattar identified Idaiturainadu as a pla 
situated in between the rivers Krishna and Tungabad 


“Edattorlrandayiram,” it could be identified 4 
RaichurZilla of the erstwhile Bombay Presidency, nao 
in Karnataka’ north of Hemavati. Kollippagai” 
Gulbag (Gulbarga, Kalaburagi) north-west of Hemava 
mentioned as “Kollippaaggai 7000° by later d 
inscriptions. Mannaikkadakkam is Malked south @ 
Gulbag; Vanavasi is Banavasi west of Hemavati fi 
away from it, almost, near to west coast, mentioned a 
“Vanavasi 12,000" by later day inscription 
Mannaikkadakkam is identified with “Maniyakedam 
Malkad, capital of Rastrakkuta Kings. In 1019, § 
defeated Jeyasinga, western Chalukya king and anr xe 
Muyangi and “Rettappadi7 ~”. Belagamve ins¢ iptig 
recorded this event. Muyangi is identified ; 
Ussangidurgam in HarpanahalliTaluk, Bellary Jillah. 
1054, Rahadhiraja [Yanai-mel-tunjiya-devan] was kil 
by the Chalukya king, Someswara - I at Bellary. T 
Rajadhiraja-l conquered Kalyan / Kalyanapuram @ 
brought Dwarapalaka as a memento. 


The Karnataka connection with Bengal and s 
countries 

The Kaundinyagothra Brahmins 
Karnatakadeasa migrated to South East Asian count 
and the dynasties stated were with the marrying @ 
Brahmin with a local princess.'"Dhandabhukti 
mentioned in the Tirumalai inscription is found in 
‘Ramacarita’ commentary, Ramacarita was compa 
by Sathyakara Nandi. All Sena inscriptions agra 
‘stating that the Sena kings were descended fron 
family of Karmata Kshatriyas. i.e. from a family, w 
Southern India. Though the Chalukya | 
Vikramaditya VI of Kalyana, is said to have invi 
Bengal during the lifetime of his father Somesvaral 
cannot be told that the Chalukya Kings effectee 
permanent conquest in Eastern India. However, of 
other hand, the invasion of the great southern con 
Rajendra Chola | seems to have left some perma 
marks in Bengal. Dharmapala of Danda-bhukti def 
by Rajendra and Rajendra’s general was mentioné 









“Sivanatha and Mahipala died in 1032 CE. Coming to 
SEA connection, the kings of the Sailendra dynasty of 
| _ ruled not only over the greater part of Sumatra 
“bu Jee in Central Java, portions of the Malay 
la, and in numerous islands of the Archipelago. 










thei overrunning Cambodia, They maintained friendly 
relations with the Pala kings of Bengal and with the 
kings of South India, The Chidambaram 
gietion dated ke cS eeu oe king 
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Rajendra’s march towards the Ganges and its 


eine conquest of the Imperial meal to the 
s has been doubted by some historians in the 
2 ee way as they questioned the naval ie 
sarried out to conquest the South East Asian countries,”* 
we er, had they not gone up to. the Ganges, they 
uld not have crossed Andhra, Telangana and Kalinga 
shout encountering with the ruling kings of the coastal 
zs os teach Bengal. The battles, the Cholas fought 
ie ruling Andhra and Kalinga dynasties during 
— prove their ambition of marching 
rds ie = Tn fact, as ba ne hee eeprors, 
















~ _ coastal areas ui to the Ghance . 1021. 
eh historians have dealt with the political relations 
ig 8g the dynasties of South India in general, M. 
= a gar has shown the relation and connection 

: : ithe Tamils and Andhras since Sangam period” 
y. M. Rama Rao*’ has touched upon a few 
5 sie dealing with the “Karnataka-Andhra 
Ss”. Many others have treated the subject matter 
a ole under “South India”, but, D.C. Ganguly” 
ealt with “northem India during eleventh and 
: centuries”. Interestingly, durmg the 10th- 11th 
ies, there had been more movement of the poets, 
@es teachers and kings from South to North, 
= the Arabs / Turks / Mohammedans Invading 
fc ea ics and the Buddhist Tibetans / 

chinese / Kambujas intruding from the north 


Ter is a tradition (mentioned by Arab travellers) of 
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Did Rajendra sojourn upto Gujarat? 

In interpreting, “Dakshinalata,” scholars surmised 
with different place names. This name has been taken to 
be the equivalent of "DaksinaLata" by Kielhorm, which 
is the ancient name of Southem Gujarat.”” but Hultzsch 
and Venkayya took it to mean "“DaksinaVirata" or 
southern Berar." Venkayya was a great authority on 
Tamil, and he supposed that "the Tamil term "Ilada" did 
not correspond to Sanskrit Lata (Gujarat) but Virata 
(Berar)."” For this, R. D. Banerjicommented that! “But 
nowhere did it strike the learned scholars that the order 
in which the countries are mentioned, prevents us from 
supposing that either Berar orGujarat is mentioned”, 
R.D. Banerji pointed outs,“"No sane man would turn 
from Orissa to conquer Souther Gujarat or Berar and 
then return to the East to conquer East Bengal, after 
which he turns back to the West to defeat Mahipala in 
North Bengal and again rushes to North Gujarat or 
Berar to conquer it. The more natural explanation is that 
Rajendra Cola defeated Ranasura, the ruler of Southern 
Radha and then passed on through that country to 
invade Vahga. From very early times a part of Bengal 
has been called Radha”. Next, in order comes the 
subjugation of Dandabhukti. The province has been 
identified by Hara PrasadaSastri with the modern 
province of Bihar because the ancient name of the town 
of Bihar was called Otantapuri by the Tibetans and 
Adwand Bihar by the Muhammadans. However, other 
historians differ. When Malwas from the north and 
Cholas from the South were continuously barracking 
Manyakheta, the Westen Chalukyas moved to Kalyan, 
near to Western Coast, The Cholas pursued after them 
to Kalyan, Rajadhiraja-l conquered Kalyan / 
Kalyanapuram and brought Dwarapalaka asa memento. 
Therefore, Gujarat was not far away from Kalayan, and 
the Cholas might have gone there, 
discussing, planning and forming a strategic alliance 
against the Turks / Mohammedans. 


at least for 


The North Indian Kings affected by Mohammed 
Cazni 

The Paramaras appeared in the Gujrat region as 
the feudatories of the Rastrakutas, in the middle of the 
tenth century CE. HarsaSiyaka (c.943-73 CE), who is 
said to have come into conflict with his suzerainty, 


probably materially contributed to their downfall, The 
next king Vakpati (Il) Munja (c.974 CE) was a great 
warrior and, according to the inscriptions. fought with 
the Karnatas, the Latas, the Keralas and the Colas and 
occupied Tripuri.”’The process of disintegration of the 
PratiharaEmpire was particularly hastened by the 
repeated invasions of Sultan Mahmud of Ghazni. The 
contemporary account of Mahmud’s Indian expeditions, 
left by “Utbi, reveals that in A.H/1018 CE. when 
Mahmud for the first time sacked Kanyakubja, “the city 
of seven forts” and “ten thousand temples”, a certain 
Raijaipal was on the imperial throne. Mohammed Gaznt 
in 1017, attacked and ransacked Kannauj, Meerut, and 
Muhavun on the Yamuna, Mathura.and various other 
regions along the route. 


While moving through Kashmir he levied troops 
from vassal Prince for his onward march; Kannauj and 
Meerut submitted without a battle. In 1018-1020. he 
ransacked the town of Mathura. Then, in 1024, he 
looted Ajmer, Nehrwala, Kathiawar. The Somnath 
temple and citadel were sacked, and most of its 
defenders massacred, Again in, 1025, Mahmud sacked 
the: Somnath temple and personally hammered the 
temple's gilded Lingam to pieces, and the stone 
fragments were carted back to Ghazni, where they were 
incorporated into the steps of the city's new Jama 
Masjid in 1026, He placed a new king on the throne in 
Gujarat as a tobutary. His return detoured across the 
Thar Desert to avoid the armies of Ajmer and other 
allies on his return, In 1025, he marched against the Jats 
of the Jood mountains who attacked his army on its 
return from the sack of Somnath. In 1030, he died. 
(;ahadavalas’s relationship with the Cholas 

The most interesting inscriptional evidence of 
Govindacandra’s diplomatic relations is found at 
Gangaikonda-Colapuram. This inscription is incised 
sclow an inscription of Kulotcuhga I, dated in his 
4)"regnalvear and gives the Gahadavala genealogy in 
usua! style from Yasovigraha to Candradeva, 
Teoweh it ends abruptly, the date in the preceding 
esomption shows that it belongs to the reign of either 
\Wiadananala Govindacandra, The northward 


sspamseon of the Colas at this tme brought them mto 
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hostile contact with the Kalacuris, and Dr H.C. Ray ha 
pointed out that this probably was the bond of sympatiy 
between the Cola emperor and the Gahadaval 
monarch; according to him, this inscription 
probably written by some Gahadavala prince who ma 
have visited the Cola capital.“* Another evidence of th 
friendly relation between the two countries is supplié 
by the Set-Mahet inscription of Govindacandra (VS 
1176) which records that the kin made certain grants at 
the request of two monks, one of whom was an 
inhabitant of the Cola country, Odradesa or Utkala also 
may have been friendly with the Gahadavalas, as the 
other monk mentioned above was a resident of that 
country. 

Gahadavalas followed the Cholas' taxation system 


Gahadavalas imposed a tax called kumara- 
gadianaka, that has been spelt variously in the 
inscriptions as kumara-gadianaka, kumara-gadiyanaka, 
kumara-gadiyanaka and such like; Rama Niogi pointed 
out that,”“‘It appears that with some other taxes, this tax 
too was adopted by the Gahadavalas from South India, 
retaining the South Indian coin-name gadyanaka; 
probably the cultivators in South India were required to 
pay an amount equal to one gadyanaka for some 
specified measure, and the due in the Gahadavala— 
kingdom came to be known as kumaragadyanaka or 
gadidnaka”. NilakandaSastri attributed their close— 
relationship was due to Sun worship,” “The increased - 
emphasis on Sunworship in the Cola country in” 
Kulottunga's reign may be due to the close association 
with the Gahadavalas, who were great worshippers of 
the Sun.” The Cholas’ method of land surveying, 
taxation and water management systems influenced 
others very much, 

Turk Tax or Turuskadanda 

This:expression is found characteristically in the 
Gahadavala inscriptions, implying Indian kings to. 
collect a contnbution especially for the foreigners. 
within their dominion. “Turuskadanda” was levied for 
the first time in the reign of Gahadavala State, by 
Chandradeva, as per the inscription dated 1097 CE. It 
has been interpreted’ variously as — 





































Tl. \a tax on aromatic seeds, 
2. a tribute paid to Ghazni by the ruler of 
 Kanyakubja, or 
3 a tax levied on the Muslim settlers in Kanauj, 
Whose existence is known from theKamilut- 
Tawarikh, or 
@ tax levied on the Hindus to ward off the Muslims. 
- The last explanation brings us to the suggestion 
sifered by Smith"and supported by Ghoshal, Altekar 
md | Rangsvan Avene and the contribution was 
S a ted for the Turaska war, to ward off the Turuskas. 
ar has pointed out that a similar tax waslevied by a 
ot a king, Virarajendra, to finance his war against the 
[ ne is Of Wengi. C. V. Vaidya’ interpreted that this 
was ‘ollected to make an annual payment to the 
2 n of Gazni to avoid raids against Indian kingdoms, 
= proves that the fighting Indian kings were well 
re of the menace of the Thuruskas, Turks or 
Say tedans and hence to confront them with the 
d as zed as paying the ransom, As Cholas and 
§ were having a close relationship, they were 
| the Mohammedan attacks. Moreover. it 
aves that Indian kings had already started some 
2 ee forts to contain the Mohammedan attacks as 
© not following any battle ethies, as followed 
Sled ii an Kings. 


i abou 


Cholas marching towards “North” 

Whe on a Ghoris, Khiljis, Mohan ned of all sorts 
~ mi and other places invading Bharat through 
wes st from middle-east and through north from 
_Asig , it is not incredible, implausible or 
Wi “a a the Cholas to march towards Western 

laharastra and Gujarat. While the Mohammedan 
s were accepted only based on their court 
te Cholas march towards the north has been 
-. inscriptions and cross-checked with local 
= The ineripion of Karnataka, Andhra and 
era, in fact, ‘give their versions of the event 

ace. = ihier words, in the inscriptions 
=, Aistoriographical pattern as could be 
a the case of “Chakkarakootam / Chitrakut,” 

: scone tered it, and the Chalukyas also 
k. The inscriptions say Agavamalla ran 
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away to western coast to hide, whereas, the literature 
says he died submerging in Godavari waters. Therefore, 
the names of persons and places could be cross-checked 
with more than one type of evidence. 
Combat politics taking place around Kannauj and 
Manvakheta 

A close study of dynasties of the material period 
shows a pattern that the Northern and Southern 
dynasti¢s were involved in one way or the other fi ighting 
for suzerainty and then. sovereignty over Kannauj (also 
known and mentioned as Kustka, Kusasthala, 
Kanyakubja) and Manyakheta (Mannaikkadakkam, 
Maniyakedam, Malkhed, Malgate etc.)}. Manyakheta 
was capital for Rastrakutas and then for Western 
Chalukyas. When Malwas from the north and Cholas 
from the South were continuously barracking it, the 
Western Chalukyas moved to Kalyan, near to Western 
Coast. The Cholas pursued after them to Kalyan. 
Rajadhiraja-l conquered Kalyan / Kalyanapuram and 
brought Dwarapalaka asa memento, Historians noted 
the “tripartite struggle” taking place around Kannauj by 
the Rastrakutas, Pratihasras and Palas, The Rastrakutas 
were continuously defeating the Gurjaras, Pratiharas 
and Palas eying Kannauj. Krishna-I ( 736-775) marched 
to Kannauj and brought huge booty but not territory 
defeating the Gurjaras, Pratiharas and the Palas of 
Bengal. Govinda-III (792-814) also conquered Kannauj 
and Kanchi. Indra-HT (915-927) also defeated the 
Pratiharas and Palas. The Rastrakutas and their relatives 
formed various kingdoms, dynasties and feudatories like 
Rastrakutas of Gujarat (757-788), Rattas of Saundatt. 
Karnataka (875-1230), Hahadavalas of Kannauj (1068- 
1223), Rastrakutas of Rajputana and others. On the 
other hand, the Paramara King, MunjaVakpati-II (972- 
990) defeated the Latas, Karnatas, Cholas and Keralas 
and brought under his control.“” The Gahadavs 
were.in fact, Rastrakutas of Kannau) a5 mentioned 
above, The ChalukyaJayasimha-II (1015- 1043) routed 
the combined armies of the Cholas. Gangeya (Chedis), 
and Bhojaraja.* The Cholas conquering Manyakheta 
has already been mentioned above. Thus, these 
fraternal. maritally aligned and conjugal feudatories 
were also engaged in combating politics, hostile 
skirmishes and dynastic struggles. However, they were 





united in opposing the Turks or Mohammedans is 
evident by the “Turuskadanda,” as discussed above. 
Incidentally, in the Antarvedi areas. in 1019 
Mohammed Gazni fought with” 


|. RaiHardat of Barba or Baran / Bulanshahr 
Raijaipal of Kannuj 
ChandalBhor of Asi / Asiriver. 


2 

3 

4, CandRai, Sherwa (Sahamapur) 

§. Kulachandra, Mahaban (Mathura) 
6 


Madanapala of Gahadavala dynasty, Antarvedi 
Therefore, it is abundantly clear that the Northern 
and Southern Kings planned to counter the Turusksas, 
Turks or Mohammedans by all means. 


The strategy and logistics of the Cholas marched 
towards the Ganges and back 
How the Cholas could have moved to the Ganges 
covering 1600 kms distance passing through Andhra, 
Telinga, Kalinga, Wangadesas has to be studied 
critically. The “logistics,” i.e., the activity of organising 
the movement, equipment, and accommodation of 
troops could be noted easily with the Cholas military 
and maritime activities. 
1. As thousands of soldiers, cavalry, elephants with 
logistics moved, such a strategy should have been 
well-organised, 


b 


Their stay at nights, at required places according to 
exigencies, crossing rivers, etc.. proves the 
availability of such arrangements already or 
making by themselves. 


3, Food, safety, doctor, and related services available 
to them or having themselves and moving from 
place to place. 


4. That they returned to Kanchipuram and Tanjore 
prove the existence of a popular route, roads and 
facilities in those areas. In Tamil “Rajapattai™ 
(g7@0Limt_omt_) has beebeen used to denote 
“King’s pathway” Le, the pathway/rod where, 
kings, Rajas, or armies used to go. 

traders, 

businesspeople, pilgrims and travellers always 

moving from place to place. and there was 


* In other words, Indians of all sorts, 
























disciplined, controlled and well- known pathwé 
with facilities. 


6. Nowadays, with all facilities GPRS etc.. man 
times we take a wrong route, return and go in th 
night route to reach the destination. 

7. It could be noted from the inscriptions that then 
were skirmishes from the western side of soul 
India, as the Chalukyas, Nolumbas, Kadambag 
Rastrakutas and otherswho could have opposed 
them for such consequences, as such events were 
not recorded in his march to the Ganges at other 
places. 

8 However, the Rajendra Chola army movet 
peacefully, as otherwise, the people of those area 
would have turned against, had they involved if 
harassing, attacking, ransacking, looting the public 
and common people. | 


9 As they involved in temple building. tank and lake 
formation, quarrying. employment was provided to 
the locals etc., and hence they co-operated with the 
army. | 
Such work, progress and employment activities 
continued even after the campaign, as the 
representatives nominated, had taken care of such 
welfare measurements. 


11. As they were for the people, by the people and of 
the people, the temple building activities and 
temples stood the backbone of the Cholas Empire. 
unlike other invading and destroying categories. 

Jains and Buddhists, though, denied God and 
Goddesses, they ironically and reportedly budding 
temples in the same way Hindus did. On the other 


hand, Mohammedans and Europeans used tern pies) 


as their barracks. garrisons and military camps. 


Whether the Confederacy proposed by the Cholas 
failed? 


As the Cholas were interacting with most of the 
dynasties. it is evident that they tried to form a 


confederation to fight against the 
Mohammedan forces. R.C. Majumdar noted that 
though the Pratiharas stood against their invasion, the 
other Indian kings were fighting with each other and 
also against the Paratihras affecting the confederation- 


invading: 
































‘The Cholas: were actively engaged in the inland and 
Oversea trade as could be noted from their maritime 
meayicies and commercial transactions; they had with 
Hendras and others in the SEA countries. The 
a. Andhra, Kalinga and Bengal traders and 
ws ‘had contacts. The trade guilds were playing a 


, po an important task. As the commercial 
itions turmed into bitter trade-warfare, with 
ste ed 1 interests, the Cholas might have perceived an 
| threat. The Srivijayas had already proved that 
ue’ ae : a no longer honest friends of the Cholas and so 
0 the Arab employers. The Quanzhou affairs proved 
tthe Chinese acted against them killing two 
| assadors, and ransacking the Tamil trader's 
lements.” With their moves towards Indian 
woe through northwest north-east and the 
ra aayaras turning against them, the Cholas could 
& y Peiatiied and hence formed confederacy to 
: et y them by way of Turuskadanda ete.,but they did 
fo vant code of war-ethies and stroke and 
_ even the ape one ‘panic, involving 
attacks. The Cholas, 

ising ae sorts of alliances with their 
had done their best, by canvassing, 
ating rand taking decisions. However, the disunity 
< em resulted in the routing of Indian kings, 
t by the 13" century, the Imperial Cholas started 


eating. 
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